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us EPA, SUPERFUND PROGRAM 

LONG-TERM HUMAN HEALTH PROTECTION WORKSHEET 
RUNTIME: 7/27/09 12:24 PM 

: i t i ; vami;: OLD AMERICAN ZINC PLANT EPA ID: IL0000034355 

MFL Status: Superfund Alternative 

05 Section: SFD/RRB#2/RRS4: Region: 

t̂ lE iiurvey Statu:;: Current Human Exposure^ontrolled 

090595300 Primary RPIVI: MURAWSKI, RONALD 

NCTT 

LTHHP Estimated Control Date: 9/30/2015 HE Last Review Date: -CfWaeoO RPfi/l Certified: Yes l-iE [;:;timated Control Date: i l J } > { / i ^ 

.unification Tvp€i: U j ^ ^ C , Justification Date: ~J f ^ i / C ^ 

.u ii Pcation Text: 11 site status has changed, please enter a justification as to why the status has changed: 

y^\/o'\ 

[Dijfinition: The Long-Term Human Health Protection El documents the progress achieved towards providing long-term 
iuir lan healtl-i protection by measuring the incremental progress achieved in controlling unacceptable human exposures at 
•A 5 l t 9 . 

St«!p 1: Is there sufficient known and reliable information to make an evaluation on human exposure at this site? 

Answer: Yes 

SDI^S Nunber(s): J 13 CJO 1 , 

List Reference Document(s): < 5 j , / j ^ /?.( ( L f X EPA Region 5 Records Ctr. 

No 

372421 

±̂  Yes 

[step 2: Hijve all long-term human exposure-related cleanup goals been met for the entire site? 

i Answer: No 

SDMS Nunnber(s): J l i i a O Z . 
List Reference Document(s): No ROD in plaeo O j > / o ^ ^ ( ( i f j ~ 

Yes 

lnsu:Ticient Data 
to Determine 

Human Exposure 
Control Status 

^ 

Long-Term 
Human Health 

F'rotection 
/Achieved 

_ ^ 
No 

Slap ;; Are there complete human exposure pathways between contaminated groundwater, soil surface water, 
be-diment. or air media and human receptors such that exposures can be reasonably expected under current 
'conditions? 

Answer: -Ne- V t - ' i 

^„ SOWS Numl)er(s) J O GO'L 
K 1 istRef3renceDocument(s): ^wmwjl Aclioii & Rl 3diiiplliiy Rusulta Completo 

0 3 /0 ' ? /^( f i / rf 

. ^ 
Yes 

Slep 4: v̂re tl-ie actual or reasonably expected human exposures associated with the complete pathways identified in 
Step :i within acceptable limits under current conditions? 

Ans'iver: /V'O 

SDMS Number(s): J |3C»0 '2^ 

List Re'erence Document(s): O ^ / o * ? rf^ I fi<PT^ 

Cun-ent Human 
Exposures Not 

Controlled 

y 

J 'continued on next page) Yes 



(continued from previous page) 

. ^ 
ptep 5: Is the site Construction Complete, is the remedy operating as intended, and are engineenng and institutional 
controls (if required), in place and effective? 

• ^ 

No 
Answer: No 

SDMS Number(s): 

List Reference Document(s): 

I Current Human 
N J Exposures Not 

Controlled 

No ROD in place 

Yes 
^ 

Current Human 
Exposure 

Controlled and 
Protective 

Remedy in Place 

Step 6: Are there continuing exposures at the site? Answer Yes only if EPA (or a state or PRP) has exhausted all 
response actions and legal authorities to prevent unacceptable human exposure, yet exposures continue due to a 
refusal by the property owner(s) to participate in the remedy (e.g., refusal to aicepl a municipal water supply hookup) 
AND the region wishes to exercise its discretion to classify this site as Human Exposure Under Control, consistent 
with the requirements laid out in the Superfund Environmental Indicators Guidance (OSWER 9285.02, March 2008, 
!pages4-10 and 4-11). 

Answer: No 

Exposure Pathway Description 

If Human Exposure Is NOT under control, please describe the exposure pathway. 

Approved by Headquarters Environmental Coordinator 
Unofficial 

TO UA/A^^(rprrt/JL(? /̂ ^S/< 1///̂  T7^^ -io/u (^^o^^^i^ PfirH^/\Y^ e^^mdx^^ 

Official 

Approvals (Initial and Date) 

RPM Section Chief Technical Review Branch Chief IMC Data Eritry 

/^H/M. 7/3t/o^ / W %\n^o.', I . ^ ^ vj p^ci ci\ 



PUN DATE: 10/30/08 14:06 

SOURCE: CERCLIS 
Superfund Migration of Contaminated 

Ground Water Under Control 
Worksheet P ) ^ 

CONFIDENTIAL, FOR 
INTERNAL USE ONLY 

3efnitio-i: is the migration of contaminated ground water being controlled through engineered or natural processes? 

Region: OE Section: Primary RPM: RONALD MURAWSKI 

Jiite Name: OLD AMERICAK ZINC PLANT EPA ID: IL0000034355 

i3W Survey Status: insufficient Data to Determine Contaminated Groundwater Migration Control Status 

Justi f ication Date: Just i f icat ion Type: 

Estimated Under Control Date: 12/31/2015 . ^ A t V V i ' i w ' * - ^ . ^ ( U ^ U ^ 

Just i f icat ion Text: If site status has changed. Please enter afustification as to why the status haa^hanged: 

Th<;> O.id American Zinc Plant Site is conslde^d Insufficient Data to determine Contaminated 
Groundweiter Migration Under Control status Because it is not known if the migration of contaminated 
groundwater will remain within an existing/area of contamination as defined by groundwater monitoring 
locations. The PRPs aTr> BchaJultd (iw 'anhmiiH' the draft RI Report In -JUly 2008, 
further-etydy the nature an& extent of off-site groundwater contamination. 

y i l e ^ IT.S. E P A . W « r i - ' 

Insufficient 
Data/No 

Insufficient 
Data/No 

^ - ^ 

N / 

Q. Does the site currently have contaminated ground water or did site conditions 
warrant EPA's investigation or remediation of ground water contamination in the past? 

Answer: Yes 

No Stop, you do not 
need to 

complete the 
Glk/iEl 

Yes 

Insuficient 
Data/No 

Step 1. Based on the most current data on the site, has all available 
relevantysignificant information on known and reasonably suspected releases to 
ground water been considered in this determination? 

Answer: J>»- Y ^ 5 

SDMS/Control Number: ^ ^ A A X X v - t ' H U l * ' / v A - t f i A / ^ 

List Reference Document(sj: \ ^ 
RI R e p o r t t>«t ya t i u u b m i L L c J by fKPa Ui. mjpLuniii l b y EPA. 

rfi -Wî  
- ] — 

1_ Yes 

step 2. Is ground water known or reasonably suspected to be "contaminated" above 
appropriately protective risk-based "levels" (applicable promulgated standards, as well 
as other appropriate standards, guidelines, or criteria) as a result 

of a release from the site? 

Answer: Y^ -S" 

SDMS/Control Number: 

List Reference Document(s): p f i ^ A f ^ fi-i / l j ^ O f i : { ^ 

No 
Contaminated 
Ground Water 

Migration Under 
Control 

>/ Yes 

Step 3. Is the migration of contaminated ground water stabilized (such that 
contaminated ground water is expected to remain within "existing area of 
contaminated ground water") as defined by the monitoring locations designated at 

the time of this determination? 

Answer: / t J S ^ f f K ^ i C h J T P i \ T ^ 

SDMS/Control Number: 

List Reference Document(s): n f f / i p . - f / ^ / / ^ ^ / ? ? / ^ 7 ^ 

No 



Insufficient 
Data/No 

Insufficient 
Data/No 

Insufficient 
Data/No 

N / 

^ Ves 

step 4, Does "contaminated" ground water discharge into surface water bodies? 
Answer: 

SDMS/Control Number: 

List Reference Document(s): 

No 

Yes 

step 5. Can the discharge of "contaminated" ground water into the surface water be 
shown to be "currently acceptable" as defined (i.e., not cause unacceptable impacts to 
surface water, sediments, or ecosystems that should not be allowed to 

continue until a final remedy decision can be made and implemented)? 

Answer: 

SDMS/Control Number 

List Reference Document(s): 

Yes 

step 6. Will ground water monitoring/measurement data ( and surface 
water/sediment/ecologicai data as necessary) be collected in the future to verify that 
contaminated ground water has remained within the honzontal (or vertical as 

necessary) dimensions of the "existing area" of contaminated ground water? 

Answer: 

SDMS/Control Number: 

List Reference Documentis): 

No 

No 

Insufficient Data to 
Determine Contaminated 
Ground Water Migration 

Under Control Status 

Yes 

Contaminated Ground 
Water Migration Under 

Control 

Contaminated Ground 
Water Migration Not 

Under Control 

Approvals (Initial and Date) 

RPIVI 

^ h / ^ iV^/o? 
Section Chief 

' } f ^ ^M|0-( 
Teclinical Review Branch Chief IMC Data Entry 

4 / <.M/2^ 



Rcsii n: i ^ State: I t - EPA 1D://-O0ogt73yi53site Name: Q i ^ P A/A^fijCAis/ i r i tJC- f i A f J T S i F t 

Human Exposure Evaluation Flowchart 

_ 6'5A1 

•H. 

1. I-, tliere sufficient known and reliable information to make an 
evaluation on human exposure at this site? 

Response: yiE:S> 

ry'es 

Havs all long-term human exposure-related cleanup goals 
been met for the entire site? 

Response: /VO 

Reference: A^Q / l ^ V / f J P L A ' ^ 

( ^ \ 

3. Are there Complete Human Exposure pathways between 
contaminated ground water, soil, surface water, sediment, 
or air media and human receptors such that exposures can 

be reasonably expected under current conditions? 

Response: A/O 
Reference: / l ^no \ jAL. f j C f l O ^ t I JAnPur/C< /l(BSu.Lrs cot\eL£re. 

No Insufficient Data to 
Determine Human 
Exposure Control 

Status (HEID) 

Yes 

Current Human 
Exposures Under 

Control and Long-
Term Human 

Health Protection 
Achieved (HHPA) 

Resulting Current Human Exposure 
Determination: 

RPM Signature 

A-^ 

riaTe 

I D; 

' 
Yes 

r 
4. Are the actual or reasonably expected human exposures 

associated with the complete pathways identified in 
Step 3 within acceptable limits under current 

conditions? 

Response: 
Reference: 

V t 1j6j2^ 

No 

Seerion Chief Signature ' Date 

Coordinator Initials, Date 

Current Human 
Exposures Not 
Under Control 

(HENC) 

Yes 
5. Is the site Construction Complete, is the remedy 

operating as intended, and are engineering and 
.n3t:tutional controls (if required), in place and 

effective? 

Response: A/Q 
Reference: A/C H o O J i J P L A < - C 

If one or more 
criteria from 
Step 5 are not 

met Current Human 
Exposures Under 
Control (HEUC) 

J 

If all 
criteria 

from 
Steps 

are met 

Current Human 
Exposures Under 

Control and 
Protective 

Remedies in Place 
(HEPR) 

^ x 

" K 



S<,A± 

Superfund Migration of Contaminated 
Ground Water Under Control Worksheet 

1 )efinitioii: Is the migration of contaminated ground water from the site being controlled through engineered or natural processes? 

Ri.'gioii: 1^ 

State: lA^ ^ 
EPA ID /L.000O0:}iJSS ^ . ^ ^ 
Site Name O ĴĴ  A t i m c M l P l t ^ C ' M f ^ T S l T c ^ 

(^No 

Insufficient 
Data 

Insnfljcien' 
Daa 

[nsiiiricicn' 
l)a:a 

Ins'.ifticient 
Data 

Insiiffici<5nt 
Data 

Step 1. Based on the most current data on the site, has all available relevant/significant information on 
knovm and reasonably suspected releases to the ground %vater been consideredjn this EI determination? 
Explain Rationale: / ^ / ^ g ^ ^ i g T A^cT V i g T J W H / T T B ^ P 

ẑ y PilPj OH Amovî t̂  3y e/'/i 
List Site Reference Document: 

fYe 
Step 2. Is ground water known or reasonably suspected to be "contaminated" above appropriately 
protective risk-based "levels" (applicable promulgated standards, as well as other appropriate standards, 
guidelines, or criteria) as a result of a release from the site? 
Explain Rationale: 

List Site Reference Document: 

jYes 

No 

Step 3. Is the migration of contaminated ground water stabilized (such that contaminated ground water 
is expected to remain within "existing area of contaminated ground water") as defined by the monitoring 
locations designated at the time of this determination? 
Explain Rationale: 

List Site Reference Document: 

|Ye 

.YES, 
Site Does 
Meet 
Definition 

No 

Step 4. Does "contaminated" ground water discharge into surface water bodies? 
Explain Rationale: 

List Site Reference Document: 

" ^ 

No 

Step 5. Can the discharge of "contaminated" ground water into surface water be shown to be "currently 
acceptable" as defined (i.e, not cause unacceptable impacts to surface water, sediments, or ecosystems 
that should not be allowed to continue until a final remedy decision can be made and implemented)? 
Explain Rationale: 

List Site Reference Document: 

"^W 

No 

Step 6. Will ground water monitoring/measurement data (and surface water/sediment/ecological data 
as necessary) be collected in the fiiture to verify that contaminated ground water has remained within 
the horizontal (or vertical, as necessary) dimensions of the "existing area" of contaminated ground water? 
Explain Rationale: 

List Site Reference Document: 

No 

nSSUl'FICtENTDATA. *V 
M.irelnfonnation Needed ) 
to Mal.e Deteiinination / 

Yes 

YES, Site Does Meet Definition 
NO, Site Docs Not 
Meet Definition 

1,> 
• . ; / - ^ 


